
• 
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION ill 
1650 Arch Street 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103 
ltmV 2 4 1999 

SUBJECT: Technical Support Document for Adequacy Determination for the Motor Vehicle 
Emissions Budgets in the Phase II Ozone Attainment Plan for the Pennsylvania 
Portion of the Philadelphia-Wilmington-Trenton Ozone Nonattainment Area 

-
FROM: Larry Budney (3AP23) 

TO: 

THRU: 

File 

Robert Kramer, Chief ~ J; ~ 
Energy, Radiation and mdoor r 't 
Environm~nt Branch (3AP23) 

1.0 The Purposes of this Document 

The purpose of this document is to review the Motor Vehicle Emission Budgets (MVEBs) 
contained in the submitted State Implementation Plan (SIP) for ozone attainment and determine 
whether or not they are "adequate". To be adequate, MVEBs must be consistent with and not 
interfere with attainment_. of the one hour National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) for 
ozone. 

2.0 What MVEBs were Identified in the Attainment Demonstration SIP Revision for the 
Pennsylvania Portion of the Philadelphia-Wilmingtron-Trenton Ozone Nonattainment 
Area? 

On April30, 1998, the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) submitted 
an attainment demonstration SIP revision for the Pennsylvania Portion of the Philadelphia
Wilmington-Trenton Ozone Nonattainment Area. The SIP revision contains the MVEBs for 
volatile organic compounds (VOC) and Oxides ofNitrogen (NOx) for the year 2005: 

YOC: 64 tons/day NOx: 93 tons/day 



-· 
3.0 What are MVEB's? 

The MVEB is the on-road mobile source component of the total emissions ofVOC and NOx 
documented in the attaininent demonstration. 

4.0 What is an Adequate MVEB? 

When combined with emissions from large industrial sources and smaller area wide emissions, 
MVEBs must be consistent with and support the attainment demonstration. The adequacy criteria 
are found in the Transportation Conformity Rule, 40 CFR Part 93, Section §93.118(e)(4) and 
includes the following: 

a The SIP containing the MVEB must have been endorsed by the Governor (or designee) 
and have been subject to a public hearing; 

b. Prior to the SIP being submitted to the EPA, federal, State and local agencies must have 
consulted with one another on the MVEB and full documentation must be provided to 
EPA and any EPA stated concerns must be addressed; 

c. The MVEB must be clearly identified and precisely quantified in the SIP; 

· d. The MVEBs, when considered together with all other emissions sources, must be 
consistent with requirements for attainment; 1 and 

-
e. The MVEBs must be consistent with and clearly related to the emissions inventory and 

the control measures in the submitted SIP. 

Under Section 93.118( e )(5) of the Transportation Conformity Rule we must review the State's 
compilation of public comments and response to these comments as part of our adequacy review. 

If the above criteria are met, the MVEBs are considered adequate and can be used in the 
preparation of the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRP) and the five-year Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP). 

5.0 Are the submitted MVEBs adequate? 

No. See Table 1 at the end of this document. 

1 Criterion "d." Is phrased in context of an attainment demonstration. Rate-of-progress and maintenance plan SIPs each have a 
slightly different criterion which Is not consistency with attainment but consistency with rate-of-progress towards attainment and maintenance, 
respectively. 
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6.0 Adequacy Evaluation: Specific Issues Needing Resolution 

6.1 Have all the curre~t Federally promulgated mobile source control measures been 
incorporated into the SIP revision budget? 

No. Neither the National Low Emission Vehicle (NLEV) program nor Heavy Duty Diesel 
Vehicle (HDV) 2 gm standard program are incorporated into the MVEBs needed for 2005. 

6.2 Are the motor vehicle emissions budget(s), when considered together with all other 
emissions sources consistent with applicable requirements for attainment? 

No. The SIP revision does not provide sufficient emission reductions to demonstrate attainment. 
Rather, the SIP revision relies upon a weight of evidence argument that NOx SIP Call emission 
reductions, when combined with the reductions documented in the SIP revision, demonstrate 
attainment. 

7.0 What Does Pennsylvania Need to Do to Develop Adequate Motor Vehicle Budgets? 

EPA must make a final adequacy determination by May 31, 2000. The attainment demonstration 
must accomplish the following to be determined adequate: 

7.1 Include all the current Federally promulgated mobile source control measures. 

Table 2 shows which measures are in the present submission and which have not been included 
in the SIP submission and the MVEBs for 2005. National Low Emission Vehicle (NLEV) 
program and Heavy Duty Diesel Vehicle (HDV) 2 gm standard program must be reflected in the 
2005MVEBs. 

7.2 Tier 2 Requirements 

Because an emission reduction shortfall is currently projected, the area must include reductions 
expected from Tier 2 tailpipe and low sulfur-in-fuel standards in the new attainment 
demonstration before final approval by EPA. 

8.0 Conclusions 

The current MVEBs are !J-Ot adequate. They are not consistent with and don't support the 
attainment demonstration. The new MVEBs that need to be developed for the attainment year, 
2005, must contain the additional mobile source control measures identified in Table 2. 



Sec. 93.tt8(eX4Xi) 

Sec. 93.118(eX4Xii) 

Sec. 93.118(eX4Xiii) 

Sec. 93.118(eX4Xiv) 

Was the submitted attainment demonstration 
endorsed by the Governor (or his or her designee) 
and subject to a State public hearing? 

Before the attainment demonstration was submitted 
to EPA, did consultation among federal, State and 
local agencies occur; was full implementation plan 
documentation provided to EPA, and was EPA's 
stated concerns, if any, addressed? 

Yes. The submitted attainment demonstration was 
endorsed by the Governor (or his or her designee) 
and a public hearing was held. 

Yes. Consultation has occurred between all 
required federal, state and local agencies. 

Was the motor vehicle emissions budget(s) clearly I Yes. 
identified and precisely quantified? 

Is the motor vehicle emissions budget(s), when I No. See section 6.2 
considered together with all other emission 
reductions, consistent with applicable requirements 
for attainment demonstrations? 

e 
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Sec. 93.118(eX4Xv) 

Sec. 93.118(eX4X~) 

Sec. 93.118(eX5) 

Is the motor vehicle emissions budget(s) consistent I Yes. 
with and clearly related to the emissions inventory 
and the control measures in the submitted 
attahunentdemonsuation? 

Revisions to previously submitted attahunent 
demonsuations:' explain and document any 
changes to previously submitted budgets and 
control measures; impacts on point and area source 
emissions; any changes to established safety 
margins (see Sec. 93.101 for definition); and 
reasons for the changes (including the basis for any 
changes related to emission factors or estimates of 
vehicle miles traveled). 

Not Applicable. There was no previous 
submission of the attahunent SIP. , 

Did they provide and we review public comments I Yes 
and the State's responses to those comments with 
the submitted control strategy SIP? 

e 
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TABLE 2- STATE AND FEDERAL ON-ROAD MOBILE SOURCE CONTROL MEASURES 

e 

-
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concurrently announcing that the Rate 
of Progress (ROP) motor vehicle 
emission budgets contained in this same 
State Implementation Plan submittal are 
adequate for transportation conformity 
purposes. As a result of our finding, the 
attainment budgets contained in the 
submitted Phase II Ozone Attainment 
and Maintenance Plan may not be used 
for future conformity determinations. 
but the ROP motor vehicle emission 
budgets contained in the same submittal 
may be used for future conformity 
determinations in the Southeastern 
Pennsylvania area. 
DATES: These ROP budgets are effective 
on December I. 1999. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Larry Budney. U.S. EPA. Region III. 
1650 Arch Street. Philadelphia, PA. 
19103 at (215) 814-2184 or by e-mail at: 
budney.larry@epa.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Throughout this document wherever 

· "we,"' "us," or "our" are used we mean 
EPA. The word "budgets." refers to the 
mobile source emission budget for 
volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and 
the mobile source emissions budget for 
nitrogen oxides (NOx:). The word SIP in 
this document refers to the Phase II 
State Implementation Plan submitted to 
to demonstrate ROP and to demonstrate 
attainment and maintenance of the 1· 
hour National Ambient Air Quality 
Standard for ozone in the Pennsylvania 
portion of the Philadelphia-Wilmington
Trenton ozone nonattainment area. 

On April 30, 1998, the Pennsylvania 
Department of Environmental Protection 
(PADEP) submitted its State 
Implementation Plan for the Attainment 
and Maintenance of the NAAQS for 
Ozone Meeting the Requirements of the 
Alternative Ozone Attainment 
Demonstration Policy-Phase n. The 
SIP contained mobile source vehicle 
emissions budgets both for ROP and for 
attainment. Based upon its review. EPA 
is finding the motor vehicle emission 
budgets in the attainment plan portion 
of the submittal not adequate for the 
purposes of transportation conformity. 
The attainment motor vehicle emission 
budgets, when considered together with 
all other emission reductions. were not 
consistent with applicable requirements 
for attainment as required in 40 CFR 
part 93. § 93.118(e) (4) (iv) of the 
conformity rule. We are concurrently 
finding the motor vehicle emission 
budgets in the 1999,2002. and 2005 
ROP plan adequate since they met the 
review criteria in 40 CFR part 93. 
section 93.118(e)(4)(i) through (e)(4)(vi) 
of the conformity rule. • 

On March 2. 1999. the D.C Circuit 
Court ruled that motor vehicle emission 

budgets contained in submitted SIPs 
cannot be used for conformity 
determinations until EPA has 
affirmatively found them adequate. In 
accordance with that ruling. on August 
2. 1999, we posted a notice on our web 
site at: http://www.epa.gov/oms/traq 
stating that we were taking comments 
on the adequacy of motor vehicle 
emissions budgets found in the State 
Implementation Plan for the Attainment 
and Maintenance of the NAAQS 'for 
Ozone Meeting the RequirementS of the 
Alternative Ozone Attainment 
Demonstration Policy-Phase II. The 
comment period closed on August 31. 
1999. We received no comments. 

Today's document is simply an 
announcement of a finding that we have 
already made. On October 26. 1999 EPA 
Region III sent a letter to the PADEP 
stating that the attainment motor vehicle 
emissions budgets found in the State 
Implementation Plan for the Attainment 
and Maintenance of the NAAQS for 
Ozone Meeting the Requirements of the 
Alternative Ozone Attainment 
Demonstration Policy-Phase II are not 
adequate for transportation conformity 
purposes. We also indicated that we 
were finding the ROP motor vehicle 
emission budgets found in the SIP 
adequate for transportation conformity 
purposes. The essential information in 
this document will also be posted on 
EPA's conformity website: http:// 
www.epa.gov/oms/traq (once there. 
click on the "Conformity" button. then 
look for "Adequacy Review of 
Submissions for Conformity"). 

Transportation conformity is required 
by section 176 (c) of the Clean Air Act. 
EPA's conformity rule requires that 
transportation plans. programs. and 
projects conform to SIPs and establishes 
the criteria and procedures for 
determining whether or not they do so. 
Conformity to a SIP means that 
transportation activities will not 
produce new air quality violations. 
worsen existing violations. or delay 
timely attainment of the national 
ambient air quality standards. The 
criteria by which we determine whether 
a SIP's budgets are adequate for 
conformity purposes are outlined in 40 
CFR 93.118 (e) (4). Please note that an 
adequacy review is separate from EPA's 
completeness review. and EPA's review 
to determine if the SIP is approvable. 
Even if we find a budget adequate. the 
SIP could later be disapproved. 

We have described our process for 
determining the adequacy of submitted 
SIP budgets in guidance memorandum 
dated May 14. 1999 and titled 
"Conformity Guidance on 
Implementation of March 2. 1999 
Conformity Court Decision". We have 

6, 1999/Notices 62199 

followed this guidance in making this 
adequacy determination for the budgets 
contained in the State Implementation 
Plan for the Attainment and 
Maintenance of the NAAQS for Ozone 
Meeting the Requirements of the 
Alternative Ozone Attainment 
Demonstration Policy-Phase II 
submitted on Apri130. 1998 by PADEP. 
You may obtain a copy of this guidance 
from EPA's conformity web site: http:/ 
/www.epa.gov/oms/traq (once there. 
click on the "Conformity" button) or by 
calling the contact name listed in "For 
Further Information Contact" section of 
this document. 

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 740I-7671q. 
Dated: November 4. 1999. 

W. Michael McCabe. 
Regional Administrator. Region In. 
[FR Doc. 99-29890 Filed 11-15-99: 8:45 ami 
BJWNG cooe 8180-10-P 

ENVIRONME AL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[FRL-6475-6} 

Adequacy Sta s of Submitted State 
lmplementatlo Plans for 
Transportation Conformity Purposes: 
Lancaster Are Request for 
Redeslgnatlon s Attainment for 
Ozon~aint nance Plan 

mental Protection 

f adequacy status. 

SUMMARY: In th document EPA is 
announcing th t the motor vehicle 
emissions bud ts (hereafter referred to 
as "budgets") c ntained in the 
maintenance p submitted with the 
Lancaster Area equest for 
Redesignation Attainment for Ozone 
for the Lancast r. Pennsylvania ozone 
nonattainment ea are not adequate for 
transportation onformity purposes. As 
a result of our ding. the budgets from 
the submitted aintenance plan 
revision canna be used for future 
conformity det rminations in the 
Lancaster ozo nonattainment area. 
DATES: This do ument is effective 
November 16. 999. 
FOR FURTHER I FORMATION CONTACT: 
Larry Budney. U.S. EPA. Region Ill. 
1650 Arch Str t, Philadelphia. PA. 
19103 at (215) 814-2184 or by e-mail at: 
budney.larry epa.gov. 
SUPPLEMENT INFORMATION: 
Throughout is document wherever 
"we", "us," o "our" are used we mean 
EPA. The wo "budgets" refers to the 
mobile sourc emission budget for 
volatile organ c compounds (VOCs) and 
the mobile so ce emissions budget for 



62198 Federal 

EPA's conformity rule requires that 
transportation plans. programs. and 
projects conform state air quality 
implementation lans (SIPs) and 
establishes the c teria and procedures 
for determining hether or not they do. 
Conformity to a IP means that 
transportation a ivities will not 
produce new air uallty violations. 
worsen existing !elations. or delay 
timely attainme t of the national 
ambient air qual ty standards. 

The criteria b which we determine 
whether a SIP's otor vehicle emission 
budgets are ade uate for conformity 
purposes are ou !ned in 40 CFR 
93.118(e)(4). Pie se note thatan 
adequacy revte is separate from EPA's 
completeness re lew. and it also should 
not be used top ~udge EPA's ultimate 
approval of the IP. Even if we find a 
budget adequat . the SIP could later be 
disapproved. 

We've desert our process for 
. determining the adequacy of submitted 

SIP budgets in idance (May 14. 1999 
memo titled "C nformity Guidance on 
Implementation f March 2. 1999 
Conformity Cou Decision"). We 
followed this gu dance in making our 
adequacy deter !nation. 

Authority: 42 U .C. 7401 et seq. 
Dated: October 5. 1999. 

Willlamj. Mus ki, 
Acting Regional A ministration, Region 2. 
[FR Doc. 99-2976 Filed 11-15-99:8:45 am) 
BIWNG CODE 658CII-sct.P 

ENVIRONMENT L PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL-6475-8} 

Adequacy Statu of Submitted State 
Implementation lana for 
Transportation C nformity Purposes: 
State lmplemen tion Plan for Ozone 
for the Pittsburg Beaver Valley 
Nonattalnment A a 

AGENCY: Environ 
Agency (EPA). · 
ACTION: Notice of 

SUMMARY: In this ocument EPA is 
announcing that t e motor vehicle 
emissions budge (hereafter referred to 
as "budgets") con ined the State 
Implementation an (SIP) for Ozone for 
the Pittsburgh-Be ver Valley 
Nonattainment a by the 
Pennsylvania De rtment of 
Environmental Pr tection are not 
adequate for trans rtation conformity 
purposes. As a res It of our finding, the 
budgets from this ubmitted SIP cannot 
be used for future nformity 
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determinatio ·n the Pittsburgh-Beaver 
Valley ozone no attainment area. 
DATES: This doc mentis effective 
November 16. l 9. 
FOR FURTHER INF MAnON CONTACT: 
Larry Budney. U. . EPA. Region III. 
1650 Arch Street Philadelphia. PA. 
19103 at (215) 81 -2184 or by e-mail at: 
budney.larry®ep .gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY I FORMATION: 
Throughout this ocument wherever 
"we". "us:· or " ur" are used we mean 
EPA. The word" udgets" refers to the 
mobile source e ission budget for 
volatile organic mpounds (VOCs) and 
the mobile sourc emissions budget for 
nitrogen oxides Ox). The word SIP in 
this document re ers to the submittal 
made by PADEP o satisfy the 
requirements for emonstrating 
attainment. 

On December 3 . 1997. PADEP 
submitted the Sta e Implementation 
Plan for Ozone fo the Pittsburgh-Beaver 
Valley Nonattain ent Area. This SIP 
did not contain cl arly identified and 
precisely quanti.fl motor vehicle 
emission budgets or NOx and VOCs. 
On March 2. 199 the D.C. Circuit 
Court ruled that b dgets contained in 
submitted SIPs ca not be used for 
conformity dete inations until EPA 
has affirmatively und them adequate. 
In accordance wi that ruling. on 
August 2. 1999. w posted a notice on 
our web site at: ht p://www.epa.gov/ 
oms/traq stating t at we were taking 
comments on the dequacy of motor 
vehicle emissions udget found in the 
State Implementa on Plan for Ozone for 
the Pittsburgh-Be er Valley . 
Nonattainment a. The comment 
period closed on ugust 31. 1999. and 
we received no co ments. 

Today's docum ntis simply an 
announcement of finding that we have 
already made. On ctober 26. 1999. 
EPA Region III se t a letter to PADEP 
stating that the m tor vehicle emissions 
budgets found in e State 
Implementation an for Ozone for the 
Pittsburgh-Beave Valley Nonattainment 
Area are not adeq ate. The essential 
information in th document will also 
be posted on EP s conformity website: 
http://www.epa. v/oms/traq (once 
there. click on th "Conformity" button, 
then look for "A equacy Review of 
Submissions for onformity"). 

Transportatio conformity is required 
by section 176 ( of the Clean Air Act. 
EPA's conform! rule requires that 
transportation ns. programs. and 
projects confo to SIPs and establishes 
the criteria and rocedures for 
determining whether or not they do so. 
Conformity to a SIP means that 
transportation activities will not 
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produce new a~quality violations. 
worsen existin violations. or delay 
timely attainme t of the national 
ambient air qua 'ty standards. 

The criteria b which we determine 
whether a SIP's udgets are adequate for 
conformity purpqses are outlined in 40 
CFR 93.118 (e) (4). Please note that an 
adequacy review is separate from EPA's 
completeness revi!ew. and EPA's review 
to determine if th SIP is approvable. 
Even if we find a udget adequate. the 
SIP could later be isapproved. 

We have describ d our process for 
determining the a uacy of submitted 
SIP budgets in a dance memorandum 
dated May 14. 199 and titled 
"Conformity Guid~e on 
Implementation of arch 2. 1999 
Conformity Court ecision." We have 
followed this guid ce in making this 
adequacy determin tion for the budgets 
contained in the St te Implementation 
Plan for Ozone for e Pittsburgh-Beaver 
Valley Nonattainm nt Area. You may 
obtain a copy of th guidance from 
EPA's conformity eb site: http:// 
www.epa.gov/o q (once there, 
click on the "Conf ity" button) or by 
calling the contact arne listed in FOR 
FURTHER INFORMATI N CONTACT section of 
this document. 

Authority: .42 U.S .. 7401-761lq. 
Dated: November 1999. 

W. Michael McCabe. 
Regional Administrator. Region IH. 
[FR Doc. 99-29888 Filed 11-15-99:8:45 am) 
8ILUNG CODE llii8CI-iO-P 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY . 

[FRL-6475-3) 

Adequacy Status of Submitted State 
Implementation Plans for 
Transportation Conformity Purposes: 
State Implementation Plan for the 
Attainment and Maintenance of the 
NAAQS for Ozone-Southeastern 
Pennsylvania 

AGENCY: Environme~tal Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice of adequacy status. 

SUMMARY: In this document EPA is 
announcing that the attainment motor 
vehicle emissions budgets (hereafter 
referred to as "budgets") contained in 
the State Implementation Plan for the 
Attainment and Maintenance of the 
NAAQS for Ozone Meeting the 
Requirements of the Alternative Ozone 
Attainment Demonstration Policy
Phase II for Southeastern Pennsylvania 
are not adequate for transportation 
conformity purposes. We are 



e • UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION Ill 

1650 Arch Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103-2029 

Mr. James Salvaggio, Director 
Bureau of Air Quality Control 
Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection 
Rachel Carson State Office Building 12th Floor 
P.O. Box 2063 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-2063 

Dear MrS~o: ~ 

OCT 2 6 1999 

On March 2, 1999, the United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
Circuit issued it's opinion in Environmental Defense Fund ffiDFl v. Environmental Protection 
Agency <EPA), No. 97-1637, that the EPA must make anaffinnative determination that the 
submitted motor vehicle emission budgets contained in State Implementation Plans (SIPs) will 
not cause or increase violations or delay attainment of the National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards. This adequacy detennination must be made before they are used to test the 
confonnity of Transportation Improvement Programs (TIPs) or Long Range Transportation 
Plans. In addition, EPA agreed to make these submitted budgets available for public comment 
and respond to those comments when announcing our detennination of their adequacy. 

On April 30, 1998, EPA received the "Proposed State Implementation Plan for the 
Attainment and Maintenance of the NAAQS for Ozone Meeting the Requirements of the 
Alternative Ozone Attainment Demonstration Policy- Phase II Ozone SIP Submittal" SIP. On 
August 2, 1999, the availability of the SIP and the motor vehicle emission budgets was posted on 
EPA's WEB site for the purpose of soliciting public comment. The comment period closed on 
August 31, 1999 and no comments were received. 

We have reviewed the motor vehicle budgets for the Philadelphia area in accordance with 
the procedures and criteria for review in the following sections of the Confonnity Rule: 40CFR 
Part 93, Sections §93.118(eX4)(I) through (e)(4Xvi). The results of this review are detailed in 
Tables 1 and 2. Based on its review, EPA is finding the budgets in the attainment plan 
inadequate. However, we are concurrently finding the budgets in the 1999,2002, and 2005 Rate 
of Progress (ROP) Plan adequate. The attainment budgets, when considered together with all 
other emission reductions, must be consistent with applicable requirements for attainment as 
required in 40CFR Part 93, Section §93.118(eX4Xiv). We know that you have been preparing 
and will soon officially submit new attainment motor vehicle emission budgets. As required in 
EPA's agreement with EDF, we will be posting our determination on EPA's WEB site and we 
will also announce otir detennination in the Federal Register. That announcement should be 
made in the next couple of weeks. As per our agreement with EDF, the ROP budgets will 
become effective 15 days after the Federal Register announcement. 

Customer Servke Hotline: 1-800-438-2474 



• If you or your staff have any questions please feel free to Robert Kramer, Chief, Energy, Radiation and Indoor Environment Branch at (215) 814-2704, or Larry Budney at (215)-814-
2184. 

Sincerely, 

Judi~ Director 
Air Protection Division 

cc: Bradley L. Mallory, Secretary, PENNDOT 
Ronald W. Carmichael, Division Administrator, FHWA 



TABLE 1 
ADEQUACY OF ATTAINMENT MOTOR VEHICLE EMISSION BUDGETS 

Transportation Conformity Rule Review Criteria Was the Criterion Satisfied? lf"Yes" How was 
40 CFR Part 93, § 93.118 this Criteria Satisfied? {Reference SIP 

Document/Comments if required) e Sec. 93.118{eX4){i) Was the submitted attainment demonstration Yes. The submitted attainment demonstration was 
endorsed by the Governor (or his or her designee) endorsed by the Governor (or his or her designee) 
and subject to a State public hearing? and a public hearing was held. 

Sec. 93.118{e){4Xii) Before the attainment demonstration was Yes. Consultation has occurred between all 
submitted to EPA, did consultation among federal, required federal, state and local agencies. 
State and local agencies occur; was full 
implementation plan documentation provided to 
EPA, and was EPA's stated concerns, if any, 
addressed? 

Sec. 93.118(e){4){iii) Was the motor vehicle emissions budget{s) clearly Yes. 
identified and precisely quantified? 

Sec. 93.118(e){4Xiv) Is the motor vehicle emissions budget{s), when No. The SIP revision does not provide sufficient 
considered together with all other emission emission reductions to demonstrate attairunent. e 
reductions, consistent with applicable National Low Emissions Vehicles {NLEV) and 
requirements for attainment demonstrations? Heavy-Duty Diesel Vehicle {HDV) controls need 

to be reflected in budgets 

Sec. 93.118{eX4Xv) Is the motor vehicle emissions budget{s) consistent Yes. 
with and clearly related to the emisSions inventory 
and the control measures in the submitted 
attainment demonstration? 
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TABLE2 
ADEQUACY OF RATE OF PROGRESS (ROP) MOTOR VEHICLE EMISSION BUDGETS 

Transportation Confonnity Rule Review Criteria Was the Criterion Satisfied? lf".Yes" How was 40 CFR Part 93, § 93.111 this Criteria Satisfied? (Reference SIP 
Document/Comments if required) 

Sec. 93.118(e)(4)(i) Was the submitted control strategy implementation Yes. The submitted control strategy 
plan endorsed by the Governor (or his or her implementation plan was endorsed by the 
designee) and subject to a State public hearing? Governor (or his or her designee) and a public -hearing was held. 

Sec. 93.118(eX4)(ii) Before the control strategy implementation plan Yes. Consultation has occurred between all 
was submitted to EPA, did consultation among 
federal, State and local agencies occur~ was full 

required federal, state and local agencies. 
' 

implementation plan documentation provided to 
EPA, and was EPA's stated concerns, if any, 
addressed? 

Sec. 93.118(e)(4)(iii) Were the motor vehicle emissions budgets clearly Yes. 
identified and precisely quantified? 

Sec. 93.118(e)(4)(iv) Is the motor vehicle emissions budget(s), when Yes. 
considered together with all other emission 
reductions, consistent with applicable 
requirements for the control strategy e implementation plan ? . 

Sec. 93.118(e)(4Xv) Is the motor vehicle emissions budget(s) consistent Yes. 
with and clearly related to the emissions inventory 
and the control measures in the submitted control 
strategy implementation plan? 
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SURNAME 

• • 
If you or your staff have any questions please feel free to Robert Kramer, Chief, Energy, 

Radiation and Indoor Environment Branch at (215) 814-2704, or Lany Budney at (215)-814-
2184. 

Sincerely, 

Judith M. Katz, Director 
Air Protection Division 

cc: Bradley L. Mallory, Secretary, PENNDOT 
Ronald W. Cannichael, Division Administrator, FHW A 
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